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OGC HAS REVIEWED.
25 Jepuary 1954

MEMORANDIM FOR: Asslstant Director for Intelligence Cod
SUBJECT t Control Stamps

1. First let me apologize for the long delay in &
your memorandum of 15 December 1953. However, I hesits
you & statement 0f flat objection without trying to sugg
positive solution. While I egree generally with the Ass!
Director for Collection and Dissemination and the Director
Cecurity, I belleve it is possible to meet their objections

T e*ealize experts in the field heve besn working on
»» me. 1 have been trying, therefore, %o give it

FORREL NS ST at‘t,ention as X have M time for.

2. mummamwmm«au«am; "
therefore, I sm writing frem o genersl point of ¥view which Coloe)
White has ssked mé to carry on with. It sesms o me that the min
point at issus, whether it is recognized herein, is s reluctanc. of
the origimating offices to place confidence im tle diseemination
urstu mwwam%mumorm‘ ey

3. Xt seems that vhat is wanted is to assure that once
dissemlination 1s set the material go no further without permi
of the originating office, vhich eeems & perfectly legitimate
‘desire. Is it not possible to have one basic stamp which is s€]
explanatory to achieve most of the points involved? As & suggeit
I sm thinking of a stamp vhich would reed "FOR RECIPIEST OFFICE4N
It seens that this might take care of the situstions in sudperagoi
b.b., b.c., 4.4., and h,f, Under this, if the disseminstion is
properly made, the receiving office would be on notice that the
mteriel could go no further without specific request and appro
This will not solve the problem in subparagraphk b.a. on FPoreign =
Fationels and I have no improvement to offer on the stemp suggestdll
there, In subparaegraph 4,e., I believe the aim is proper, but thé! \
stamp "LIMITED" is certainly not aoli’-ex@lmtory ond might not
achieve your aim. Would it not be better to say "STAFF ONLY" or
some such wording indicating the purpose of the control? I have

Eﬂ suggesﬁions for improvement of the proposals in subperagraphs
«&. and &4.h,




.

. UE R A 3 .

b, I hope the sbove is constructive, but in any case I am
reluctant to concur unless I am assured that we have reduced this
problem to its simplest and moat worksable terms,

WJSW
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